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Rachel Mason Surger

42 Marning Street
Portland, ME 04101

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, T am writing to express my opposition to the
Cepartment of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdrdpping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enfor¢ement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rague government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
onty created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to appose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that cur new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapning.

T look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter

Sincerely,

Rachel Mason Burger
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Tamara Turner

1931 East Calhcun Street
Seattle, Washington $8112

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communicatians Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a cancerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services hbe
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Laongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone campanies to allow
the FRI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdrapping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to lock through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
{ongress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can ¢ollect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive -and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by regquiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential far hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents te access our persanal <ommunications, Past
effaorts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not bheen successful and
ohly created a rich opportunity for hackers,

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Tamara A. Turner
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Wesley Hutchins

808 Scott Drive
Arlington, Texas 76012

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michae]l Powell
Federal Communications Commissicn
445 12th Street SW

Washington, 0C 20554

FCC Chajrman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be buiit with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very <oncerned that this requirement represents an end-run araund
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can cellect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI & aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legisiative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to cur personal communicaticns, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents top access ouyr personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdeor access have not been successful and
oenly created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communicatiocn technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I lTook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Wesley Hutchins
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Trevoer Griffey

946 Broadway Ave E #3
Seattle, WA 38102

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:
As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my apposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
reguired to have built-in wiretapping access.
I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llangstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to aliow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI 15 going far beyond these existing
powers hy trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
tongress.

The government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
gYen rogue government agents to access our personal communications.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Trevor Griffey
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Nan<y Freedom

5130 Case Ave., #C-103
Pleasanton., CA 34588

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my apposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone campanies toc allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these exicting
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to losk through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue gavernment agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich apportunity for hackers.

Oonce again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerocus suggestion of the Department of
Justice that cur new Internet communication technelogies should have built—in
wiretapping.

Thanks for considering my worries about this.

Sincerely,

Hancy Freedom
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James Kalik

418 Liberty Street
West Dundee, IL 60118

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication seryices be
required to have built—-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build jts systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the qovernment requiring all
new homes bhe built with a peephale for law enforcement to Jook through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress., Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between scurces Tike phane companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real notential for hackers and thieves or
gven rodque government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sart of backdoor access have not been successful and
ohly created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

1 look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

James Halik
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Lindsey Brown

1818 Evergreen Pk Dr SW DB
Olympia , WA 98502

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michas]l Powell
Federal Communications Commission
449 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppasition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not selieve this requirement is necessary. Longstanding Taws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveiliance. The FBI is goning far heyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actualiy build its systems around
government eavesdropping. Tt is the equivalent of the gavernment reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

T understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communicaticns, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
evyeh rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look faorward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Lindsey Brawn
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Gary Heltz

431 se 14th ct
Gresham, or 97080

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, BC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Infernet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to canduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent af the government requiring 311
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect infarmation between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI 5 aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by regquiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government 15 creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogus government agents to access our persanal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to appose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have buiit—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thohghts on this matter.

Sincerely.

Cary Heitz
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karen hibbard

141 sherman st#4
portiand. Maine 04101

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel)
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

A5 a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have hullt—in wiretapping access.

I do not helieve this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding jaws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI %o conduct surveiilance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring aill
new homes be built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-~run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations. set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect infarmation between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legisiative process to alter that careful halance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is ¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access cur personal communications. Past
efforts to pravide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers,

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department af
Tustice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I lgok forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

karen hibbard
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Barbara Tidwell

1057 S. Snoaualmie Street
Seattle., WA 38108

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chajrman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do nat believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes he built with a peephole for law enforcement to Took through.

1 am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mai1. The FBI s agoressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful bhalance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal c<ommunications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our persongl communications. Past
afforts to previde this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward te hearing vour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Barbara Tidwel)



Wed 24 Mar 2004 12:25:42 AM £ST P. 3
Kris Shewczyk

E331 N. Macrum Ave.
Partland, Oregon 87203

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powelj
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20594

FCC Chairman Poweil:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppesition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not helieve this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the sgquivalent aof the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Yook through.

I am very concerned that this regquirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources Tike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative procass to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal <ommunications, the
government 15 creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access cur personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich oppartunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppase the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technolagies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Kris Shewczyk



wed 24 Mar 2004 1?:25:42 Nﬂ £ST p. 4
David Barish

410 Dorrier Dr. #2
Charlottesville, va 22911

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, BC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of JTustice s request that all new Internet <ommunication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this recuirement 15 necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FRBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far heyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
naw homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Jook through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end—run araund
Cangress, Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sour<es 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very rea’ potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our persanal commupications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich cpportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communicatian techrnologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

David Barish
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Tanet Prichardg

2348 BunkerHill Way
caosta mesa, CA 32628

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DL 205594

FCC Chairman Powell:

#s a cancerned individual, I am writing to express my oppositiaon to the
Department of JTustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary., Leongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone compantes to allow
the FEI %o conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far bevond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems arcund
goyernment eavesdropping. It is the egquivalent aof the government requiring atll
new homes be built with a peephale for law enforcement to look through.

I am very <oncerned that this requirement represents an end-run arcund
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications., the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
effarts ta provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich apportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Janet A, Prichard
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Cavid Spinner

1423 Campus Drive
Berkeley, CA 94708

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a copcerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition Lo the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Langstanding laws aiready
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government regquiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end—run around
Cangress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-majl. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to cur personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts ta provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technalogies sheould have huilt-in

wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.
Sincerely,

David Spinner
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Antaonia Ruiz

2135 Missicn St
San Francisco, CA 94110

March 18, 2004

FCL Chairman Michael Powell
Federa}l Communications Cammissicn
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s regquest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding jaws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FRI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes he built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Cangress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between scurces JTike phone cempanies and data
sources iike e-mail. The FBI 5 aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
wouid bypass the legislative process to alter that careful bhalance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thiesves or
even raogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich oppartunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to aoppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing vaour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Antonia I. Ruiz
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Sid Lambert

407 McKee pi
Pittsburgh, PA 15213

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michae]l Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingten, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As & concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice 5 request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have Suilt—-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

1 am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after estensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can coallect information between sources lTike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legistative process to altser that carefu) balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
goverrment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to praovide this sort aof backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous sugaestion of the Department of
Justice that cur new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Sid Lambert
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Shelley Swann

103 Highview Rd
High View, WY 26808

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powelld:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppasition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems araound
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
rew homes be built with a peephole far law enforcement to lock through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for haw
the FBI can collect information between socurces like phone companies and data
sgurces like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the iegislative process to alter that careful bhalance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our perscnal communications, the
government js creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
eyen rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not bheen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing vour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Shelley Swann
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Majeyah Mabrouk

nkmi@ureach. com
New YOrk, NY 10128

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice 5 reguest that all new Internet <ommunication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding Taws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gaverprment eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring ali
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to losk through,

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone campanies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to ajter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government 1s creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich apportunity for hackers.

Once zgain, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communicaticn technologies should have built-in
wiretapping. '

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter,

Sincerely,

Najeyah Mabrouk
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Rahert C. Wurdock

15181 Ford Road
Dearborn, MI 48126

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel)
Federal Communications Cammission
445 12th Strest SW

washingtan, 0C 20554

FCC chajrman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of JTustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
reguired to have built-in wiretapping ac¢ess,

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to aliow
the FRI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the gavernment requiring ali
new homes he built with a peephole for law enforcement to Taok through.

I am very ¢oncerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBRI can collect information between scurces Tike phone companies and data
sources Tike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading af the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our persanal communicatiaons, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thiesves or
even rogue government agents to access our perscnal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort af thackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich oppertunity for hackers.

Once again, T urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Robert C. Wurdock
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Judith Rainbrook

13800 Shaker Blvd #302
Cleveland, OH 44120

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chajrman Poweli:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internat communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding lTaws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies teo allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems arcund
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes he built with a psephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources Tike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FEI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you toc oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies shauld have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearine your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Judith Rainhrook
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Den Mark Wichar

711 W 25 St
Vancouver., WA 38660

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissicn
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a cancerned individual, T am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

This requirement js not necessary. Longstanding laws already require Internet
Service Providers and Internet telephone campanies to allow the FBI to conduct
surveillance. FBI is going far beyond these existing powers by trying to force
the industry to actually build its systems around goverpment eavesdropping. It
is the equivalent of the government requiring all new homes be built with a
peephole for law enforcement to look through. Qutrageous!

I am angry that this requirement represents an end-run around Congress.
Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how the FBI can
collect information between scurces 1ike phone companies and data sources like
e-mail. FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law bypasses jegislative
process to alter that careful balance.

By reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the governmsnt is
creating very real potential for hackers and thieves or rogue government
agents! to access our personal cammunications. Past efforts to provide this
sort of backdoor access have not been successful and only created rich
nppartunity for hackers.

I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of Justice that
new Internet communication technologies sheould have built—in wiretapping.

I hope to hear your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Den Mark Wichar
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Jahn Parks

737 Pinehurst Drive
Richardson , Texas 75080

March 18, 2004

FCC Chajrman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissien
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Pawell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do-not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be bujilt with a peephole for Taw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Cangress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that carefuyl nalance,

I understand that by requiring a macter key to our personal <ommunications, the
government is Creating ths very real potential for hackers and thieves or
EYENn rogue government agents to access cur personal communications. pPast
efforts to provide this sart of backdoor acc¢ess have not been successful and
only created a rich apportunity for hackers.

once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion af the Department cf
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I leok forward to hearine your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

John Parks
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Lee Pittmon

2729 W Yukon Ave
Post Falls, Idaho 83854

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Poweil
Federal Cammunications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of JTustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do rot helieve this requirement is ne<essary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beycond these existing
nowers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the equivaient of the gavernment requiring all
new homes he built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through,

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Cangress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberaticns, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone comparies and data
sources 1ike e—mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Jaw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
eyen rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not bheen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

once sgain, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technolegies sheuld have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Lee D. Pittmon
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Patricia 0'Reilly

2401 Ingleside ave. #2D
Cincinnati, Ohio 45208

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyvond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the gavernment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole far law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run arcund
Cangress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can c¢ollect infarmation between sources like phone companies and data
sources Jike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the vary real potential fer hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access aur personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous sugagestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I loak forward ta hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Patricia 0°Reilly
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David Vesely

14 Pondview Dr.
Acton, MA 01720

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition tc the
Department of Tustice s request that all pew Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

1 do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding Taws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build fts systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end—run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can coliect infarmation hetween sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents tp access our personal communications. Past
efforts to pravide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
nnly created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to appase the dangerous syggestion of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internet communication technologies should have buiit-in
wiretapping.

I Took farward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

David Vesely



